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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



-The MAILiNQi DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with th e Lrrespondence address 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) ^ The period for reply expires £months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

LeThn°ltV''''M r'?! T """'""^ ''''^ °^ "''^ °^ (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In no 

nM?v r urT^-xu o^n '^P'y ^'^P'^^ SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the fina relation 

706 07m ""'^ ''''^ MONTHsVf THE RN^L ScTON. See MPEP 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). The date on which the petition under 37 r fr i i ■ . . • 

1.n A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.13 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) 13 they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

^ Is'srsTorapprarand/o?'"' '''''' ^^^"^'"9 ^ ^'"^P"^y'"9 

(d) Kl they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

3.n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

SifnTtsrnXrbL^tri— ~ ^ -p-^*^- ^^-v ^-^^^^ —^^^ 

IJL?h "^h* % ^""^^'^ considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. ^ ^ 

7.13 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^will not be entered-HB^^HBHTand an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1-8.. 10-13 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. n The drawing correction filed on is a)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 

10. no...:_ 



Continuation of 5^ does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: of the reasons of record with respect to the 
obviousness rejection over Gray, Applicant argues that the instant claims are in the shape of a sphere (see CpnS4 Remarks a? n.n. 
5 ), As argued in the previous Office Action, absence of showing unexpected results, optlizing tSape of G^'ay rpartS^^^^^^ Save 
been achieved by routine optimization. Applicant has not provided any evidence to the contrary Applicant further argues ?hat the 
instantly claimed micropsheres are excellent in chemical durablity. There is no inidcation on record that such charaSedJt cs do not aoolv 
to Gray's particles^ In fact Gray's particles are used for medical material and therapy. Therefore, they must pSsTs?S ch^acttSs 
as argued by the Applicant. Gray teaches pure yttria which is a form of ytrrium oxide and meets all elemSs of the US dair^ J^ 
therefore, its teachings render the shape of the instant claims obvious eiemems o. me insiant claims. 

In response to Applicant's arguments againsd Gray in view of Day, Applicant argues that Day maintains heavy particles sizes in 
r'Sons Of record" ' '^''^^ ^<=^°^^'"9'V' rejeJiSns are proper for the 



